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that ' ndia cannot be unitary in the sense that
we are in this island; but she can still be a unity/
It is clear that Mr. Arnery does not envisage for
India the sort of unitary state and government
that there is in England. Then, what does he
mean by saying that India can still be a * unity.'
If he visualises some such unity as exists between
England and the United States of America or
the dominions of the British Commonwealth,
or the unity that existed between Engknd and
France before the latter's downfall in the present
war, so far so good. The Muslims are not opposed
to such unity; indeed, they would welcome it.
This would be real unity, springing from voluntary
alliance on equal footing between peoples and
states possessed of sovereign power. It will
endure and conduce to mutual amity and prosperi-
ty, for it will lead the Hindu and Muslim nations
to learn to understand and respect each other.
A balance of power will be created and the
ambition to dominate over the other will dis-
appear, because the chances of clashes and the
causes of conflict" will have been minimised.
There is nothing in the Muslim League proposal
to prevent such unity being attained and even
consummated m the form of some common
machinery to deal with matters of mutual interest,
But this machinery clearly can only be of an
international character in which each participant